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“Let us be alert to the season in which we are living. It is the season of the Blessed Hope, calling for us to
cut our ties with the world and build ourselves on this One who will soon appear. He is our hope—a
Blessed Hope enabling us to rise above our times and fix our gaze upon Him.” Tozer

World Bank Throws Full Weight Behind Global Reset
For decades, the global elite hid their plans behind environmental extremists, but now they
have fully revealed themselves as being the master architects from the very beginning. The
World Bank, IMF and Bank for International Settlements are in a coordinated tryst to reform
the planet. ⁃ Technocracy News Editor (Patrick Wood)
The World Bank has published a report that outlines economy-wide actions to facilitate decarbonization
and sustainable development as the world recovers from the COVID-19 global pandemic. The report
aims to help countries align their development pathways with the goals of the Paris Agreement on
climate change through long-term strategies that promote climate resilience of food and water systems,
energy, transport, and cities, among other sectors.
The report titled, ‘World Bank Outlook 2050 Strategic Directions Note: Supporting Countries to Meet
Long-Term Goals of Decarbonization,’ highlights the “huge risks” climate change poses to countries’
long-term development and growth, with critical implications for poverty, food security, and health. In a
foreword, Juergen Voegele, World Bank’s Vice President for Sustainable Development, cautions that
all countries, particularly the poorest and most vulnerable, are now facing “the compound impacts of
the twin challenges” of climate change and COVID-19.
The report notes that the ambition reflected in the first round of nationally determined contributions
(NDCs) would only limit global warming to 2.7-3.7°C above preindustrial levels. It warns that a continued
focus on short- and medium-term targets could make decarbonization more difficult, and calls for longterm strategies to help countries develop sustainably. “By planning ahead, these strategies can boost
new economic activity and innovations, creating the jobs of the future, while also securing a safer
climate, especially for the poorest and most vulnerable,” said Mari Pangestu, World Bank’s Managing
Director of Development Policy and Partnerships, at the report’s launch.
The Outlook 2050 recognizes the need for a “bold economic transformation” to realize the vision of the
Paris Agreement and make the SDGs “more achievable,” which includes aligning finance flows with
low-emissions, climate-resilient development pathways. It proposes a “whole-of-economy” approach to
decarbonization, which prioritizes four economy-wide strategic directions:



Embed long-term climate priorities in countries’ macroeconomic frameworks;
Embed long-term climate planning in national budgets and expenditure frameworks;




Embed long-term climate objectives in financial sector regulations and incentives; and
Embed long-term climate objectives in systems planning.

The report identifies cross-sectoral opportunities and makes recommendations across eight areas that
are essential for achieving the SDGs: 1) transforming food systems; 2) protecting land-based
ecosystems and carbon sinks; 3) transforming energy systems; 4) transforming mobility; 5) building
low-carbon, more resilient urban areas; 6) transforming water systems; 7) transforming the ocean
economy; and 8) digital transformation. The Outlook 2050 finds that investing in cross-sectoral
opportunities, including as part of stimulus packages, can aid in a sustainable recovery from the COVID19 pandemic.
Technocracy News Oct 29

Turkey’s Unfinished War with the West
The Treaty of Sèvres was an overwhelming humiliation for the Ottomans, proposing to dismember the
sultan empire, leaving a rump state in which the Turkish people could lick their wounds. If defeated,
they rallied around Marshal Mustafa Kemal Ataturk, the only undefeated Ottoman military commander
in World War I. Ataturk orchestrated the Turkish defense of Gallipoli, a crucial victory that shaped
Turkish identity as much as Trafalgar shaped Britain.
From the ashes of the Ottoman Empire, Atatürk avoided Islamist political ideology and kindled the fire
of secular Turkish nationalism. Unhappy with the conditions imposed on Sèvres, Atatürk launched the
Turkish War of Independence, confronting Greece, France and the United Kingdom, among others.
Under Atatürk’s leadership, the Turkish National Movement emerged victorious from its rivals,
reclaiming a number of lost territories and establishing a secular, modern Turkey.
The triumph of a daring Turkish nation over the Western powers that brought about disgrace Ottoman
is a tale deeply rooted in the political culture of Turkey. However, in modern Turkish history there have
always been voices that have expressed their dissatisfaction with the events of a century ago, believing
that Ataturk did not go far enough in the Treaty of Lausanne.
Such sentiments were expressed by none other than Turkish President Recep Tayyip Erdogan, who
demanded that the treaty be renegotiated during his visit to Athens in December 2017, the first such
visit to Greece by a head of state. Turkish in 65 years. Maksut Serim, the president’s chief deputy,
nicknamed Erdogan’s “secret keeper”, believes the treaty has expired, according to a wiretap phone
conversation submitted to a Turkish court.
Erdogan forged a new political creed, taking on strong Turkish nationalism. of Ataturk and giving it a
revanchist neo-Ottoman ambition and a radical Islamist program. It created a feeling of unfinished
business; an aspiration to restore the territories under the former Ottoman Empire under Turkish rule.
This new nationalism has also led Erdogan to seek to use his government as the guardian of the Turkish
peoples, which is most evident in his support for Azerbaijan in the recent escalation in the disputed
Nagorno-Karabakh region.
The Islamist bent on his intervention on behalf of Baku cannot avoid being noticed, as he has deployed
a contingent of Syrian terrorists led by a former ISIS commander to fight in their corner. de Lausanne
continue to resonate in the corridors of power in Ankara. Believing that the fall of the Ottoman Empire
was due to its inability to ensure naval supremacy in the eastern Mediterranean, military leaders in
2006 concocted the concept of a “ blue homeland”, which claims sovereignty over many large parts of

the Aegean Sea and the Mediterranean. Once a brainchild of his loudest rivals, Erdogan appropriated
this policy and implemented it with aplomb. Erdogan even called on Sèvres to reprimand those who
questioned his activities in the Mediterranean, saying: “As it rejected the Treaty of Sèvres 100 years
ago, Turkey will not bow down to the modern Sèvres which is pushed there in the eastern
Mediterranean.” Hiding in an ersatz of righteous anger, Erdogan continues to try to channel Ataturk’s
mind, characterizing his own expansionist ambitions as the challenge of a brave outsider in the face of
European colonial Goliaths.
Such rhetoric came to a head this week as Erdogan questioned the sanity of French President
Emmanuel Macron, saying he needed “mental treatment” in response to the French president’s
campaign for maintain secular values after the beheading of a teacher who showed cartoons of the
Prophet Muhammad in class.
Macron responded by recalling the French ambassador to Turkey, who have clashed many times
recently, while Macron disapproved of Turkish provocations in the eastern Mediterranean and sharply
criticized Ankara’s deployment of jihadists. Syrians to fight in Libya. The French president recalled the
ambassador to Ankara following the inflammatory remarks by Erdogan, who has since responded by
calling for a massive boycott of French products.
Macron in many ways has taken up the torch of Western leadership over Turkey, with Trump allowing
Erdogan’s strongman tactics, while US President Barack Obama before him sought a compromise with
the extremist Islamism that now crosses the country. body politic of Turkey. cocktail offered and dinner
in Ankara. Its ingredients include extremist political Islamism, Turkish ethno-nationalism, irredentist
dreams of restoring Ottoman territory, and a bunker mentality believing in Western conspiracies against
Turkey. The only possible outcome is that tensions will continue to escalate as Erdogan pulls his
country away from Western liberal democracies and moves towards the Russian-Chinese-led club of
“managed democracies”.

The writer is a senior researcher at the Human Security Center in London, where he studies
geopolitics, terrorism and human rights.
Jerusalem Post
Simon Schofield
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Gatestone Institute

The Pope, for instance, implies that the twilight of the planet's centuries old
diplomatic nation-state system has arrived, prompting the need for a more
globalist political system. Regrettably, that usually brings with it no transparency,
no accountability and no recourse. Think of the United Nations, the UN Human
Rights Council, the International Criminal Court or the European Union.
In the Pope's encyclical, the "stranger" is always a desperate, impoverished
refugee seeking solace, never an aggressor with the will to conquer.
Although Francis may have been especially aware of his Muslim guests, Catholics
must wonder if they, too, were included as part of the intended audience. There
was simply little or no mention in the encyclical of core Catholic beliefs.



In truth, however, "Fratelli Tutti" seems more a contrived, secular attempt to
fashion a model for the governance of humankind that could attract the support
of believer and non-believer alike. Unfortunately, it may also rally those hoping
to bring down Judeo-Christian civilization to assume that the West is unfurling a
flag of surrender.

Pictured: Pope Francis delivers the Sunday Angelus prayer from the window of his study at the Vatican, on November 1, 2020.
(Photo by Filippo Monteforte/AFP via Getty Images)

The Pope's Encyclical "Fratelli Tutti" ("Brothers All") sadly seems more a massive and unwieldy
political document than a religious guide to the Catholic faithful. The encyclical's intended audience
appears to be secular world rather than people of faith. The 43,000-word tome contains almost no
discussion of Catholic dogmas. Although the Pontiff's diagnosis of the world's ills seems accurate
enough, unfortunately his proposed antidotes -- equality of result rather than equality of
opportunity and individual liberty, the bedrocks of Western democracies -- would seriously
threaten freedom.
The Pope, for instance, implies that the twilight of the planet's centuries old diplomatic nation-state
system has arrived, prompting the need for a more globalist political system. Regrettably, that
usually brings with it no transparency, no accountability and no recourse. Think of the United
Nations, the UN Human Rights Council, the International Criminal Court or the European Union.
The Pope denigrates the concept of nationalism by referring to it as "local narcissism." His support
for "open borders" would deny nations the right to sovereignty over their national territories. Pope

Francis, a lifelong priest of the Jesuit order, appears to be calling for a system of international
organizations that would possess the power to override the will of individual states and have the
potential to become a global despotism.
The Pope also makes no secret of his opposition to the global capitalist free market economy. He
proposes instead that wealthy countries form a seamless bond with the have-not peoples of the
global south. He implies that a redistribution of the world's wealth is a moral obligation, and should
replace free economies that promote growth and jobs and have done more to cure poverty than any
other historical development. The problem with redistribution, of course, is, as Margaret Thatcher
famously said, "Soon you run out of other people's money." After everyone has been made equally
medium-poor, then where, without incentives for hard work and production, are further
disbursements supposed to come from? Think of the former Soviet Union, Cuba or Venezuela.
The encyclical's economic platform for a more just world codifies as moral the redistribution of
wealth between wealthy and impoverished regions of the world. The pope concludes, erroneously,
that the free market capitalist system marginalizes the impoverished and disabled[1] and should
therefore give way to a system that provides for a more equitable distribution of earth's resources.
He reminds the public that the Church has never defended the right to private property as an
absolute.[2] Instead, he recommends that it should be curtailed to serve the commonweal. The
approach seems to turn a blind eye to the Church's vast accumulation of property and other goods.
Would the Church perhaps care to redistribute that?
This limitation on property ownership is followed up by the right of people to emigrate, individually
and collectively, and of their right to progress.[3] What about the right of people not to take all
strangers into their house? The concept flies in the face of a historical pattern: that businesses
primarily operate under the rubric of enlightened self-interest for the good of all. It is capitalism,
not fraternal socialism, that has improved the economic condition of generations of workers and
farmers, ushering them into a middle-class status. The major flaw in socialism seems to be: where
does the money continue to come from once the first disbursement runs dry? Socialist politicians
seem to assume that since they will not be around forever, the problem of the government's failure
to innovate or produce and distribute goods and services will be somebody else's problem. Worse,
under Socialism, a coterie of leaders, and their friends and family, live extremely well while
everyone else is disincentivized and impoverished, if not worse.
In today's Communist China, citizens are also subjected to a civilian "surveillance system" that
determines everything from their ability to travel to where they can live. Although even totalitarian
China, through a state capitalist system, has lifted tens of millions out of poverty -- its economic
model has been largely to steal information and technology from the West.
It is also within recent memory that socialist ideologies have brought the greatest misery to the
greatest number: in Soviet Socialist Russia, in the People's Republic of China, North Korea, Castro's
Cuba, and now in Venezuela. Although Marxist-Leninists in the former Soviet Union called each
other comrade for decades, these visionaries were responsible for the deaths -- often murders -- of
up to 20 million of their own people. The toll during Mao Zedong's socialist experiment in the
People's Republic of China has been estimated at more than twice that in just four years.
The text of the papal document cites a plethora of Judeo-Christian scripture[4] as the theological
justification for these comprehensive structural changes in the world order.

Unfortunately, the Pope's agenda, if implemented, would have even further dire ramifications for
the United States and its allies in the Free World.
Francis has also revolutionized the centuries old Catholic calculus for a "Just War" and rules out
the possibility that in many situations people might actually find themselves better off after a
conflict than before one.[5] So much for the American Revolution, the Civil War and World War II.
Should people suffering under despotic rule, then, just be quiet and endure it? Has the Pope already
forgotten that it was under the guidance of the Church -- propelled by the murder in 1984 of the
Polish priest, Jerzy Popieluszko and under the leadership of the Solidarity Union's Lech Walesa -that Eastern Europe was freed from its suffocating Communism? Such a judgment also strips away
the entire U.S. military strategy of forward-deployed strength to deter aggressors from initiating
wars in the first place.
The Pope further posits that, in this era of nuclear proliferation and other means of mass
destruction, no war can be justified.[6] What are you supposed to do, though, if another country is
aggressive but you are not? His judgment seems to rule out the moral rationale for a defensive
alliance such as NATO, which pledges to defend its members against predatory states such as
Russia, should it start to become restive.
Francis' political prescription in a utopian world, as opposed to a real one, not only envisions a
weakening of the nation-state system,[7] surrender of national sovereignty, open
borders,[8] denial of the right of nations to morally justify participation in armed conflict and
empowerment of international organizations with "real teeth,"[9] and a free economy; it also fails
to comprehend that a nation without secure borders is no nation at all, and leaves its citizens at the
mercy of the "stranger."[10]
In the Pope's encyclical, the "stranger" is always a desperate, impoverished refugee seeking solace,
never an aggressor with the will to conquer. Francis urges native people to be patient with
newcomers[11] so that they will more easily seek assimilation. Often the reality, however,
particularly in Europe, which has recently experienced a massive influx of Muslims, is that many of
the "strangers" choose isolation and, seemingly, a desire to have the native population assimilate
to them, along, sometimes, with dreams of supplanting the dominant religious or ethnic strain.
Another odd and troubling aspect of this encyclical is the textual references to the personal
relationship between Francis and Grand Imam Ahmed al-Tayeb [12] of Cairo's Al-Azhar. The
unveiling ceremony of the encyclical, it turns out, was attended by the Grand Imam's advisor, Judge
Mohamed Mahmoud Abdel Salem. There is no mention of representatives of other faiths at the
ceremonials associated with the publication of the encyclical.
That detail is noteworthy, as "Fratelli Tutti" meticulously seems to avoid any issue that might offend
non-Christians, especially Muslims. Francis nowhere speaks of Jesus as God the Father made
incarnate, which the Koran denounces as polytheistic blasphemy. There is no detailed discussion
of Christ's passion and death sacrifice, which Muslims deny took place. There is no impetus in
"Fratelli Tutti" to evangelize, no stimulus to spread the Gospel. Is that because proselytizing might
have offended some non-Christians? The whole concept of the Holy Trinity is reduced to an oblique
poetical reference in an afterthought prayer following the encyclical's text reading: "O God, Trinity
of love." following the textual end of the encyclical.[13] This obscure and solitary mention of the
Trinity, which Christians honor every time they make the "Sign of the Cross," seems possibly a
deliberate omission not to offend the sensitivities of others, perhaps Muslims, who embrace the
idea of "tawhid" (the absolute oneness and indivisibility of Allah).[14]

The most confusing aspect of the 43,000 word encyclical is the lack of clarity regarding its intended
audience(s). Although Francis may have been especially aware of his Muslim guests, Catholics must
wonder if they, too, were included as part of the intended audience. There was simply little or no
mention in the encyclical of core Catholic beliefs. There was no acknowledgement of the
immortality of the soul. Not one sentence mentioned the Eucharist, the Catholic belief that Jesus
as God is present in the substance of the consecrated bread and wine; no mention of the sacraments.
There is only one passing passive adjectival reference to the Resurrection.[15]
Jesus, in this encyclical, is reduced to an itinerant Jew-Preacher, a spinner of rustic yarns, not a
Messiah performing miracles for the masses. The untutored reader of this encyclical cannot
possibly discern from the text that this Jesus is believed by many to be the Incarnation of the
Creator God of the Jewish Bible and the New Testament who humbled Himself to enter the lives of
His creatures to show them the straight path to eternal salvation.
A reader also cannot recognize in this encyclical the Resurrected Jesus, whose last command to His
closest disciples was to "Go to all peoples everywhere and make them my disciples baptizing them
in the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit."[16]
In the social dimension, Francis calls for a universal end to the death penalty[17] as a form of
retributive violence sanctioned by the state but that seems only to serve a desire for revenge. Even
a murderer, the Pope writes, has human rights. Francis is aligned with the evolving social
conscience of most Catholics on this issue, not necessarily because execution is a form of revenge,
although for many it might be, but that capital punishment has never been administered ethnically
or racially fair. Catholics, like most people of good will, also fear that the state, mistakenly, has too
often executed the innocent.
To his credit, Francis explicitly condemns terrorism,[18] even religious-based terror, without
specifically identifying the Islamic source of most "holy war" terrorism. He then walks the thought
back a bit by blaming as incendiaries unfortunate circumstances such as hunger, poverty, injustice
and oppression. Although Pope Francis insists that wrongful interpretations of scripture are
employed by terrorists, he does not offer any specific passages to underscore this incorrect claim.
Omitted from the Pope's long letter of moralizing is the that the Koran is believed by Muslims to be
the eternal and divine word of Allah, not subject to interpretation or alteration. The Koran and the
Hadith (Mohammed's alleged words and deeds, the other leading Islamic scripture) are replete with
hate-filled directives against Jews,[19] as well as passages condoning the unequal treatment of
Christians and other non-believers, plus recommendations to punish apostates, adulterers,
homosexuals[20] and other transgressors.
It is the seemingly calculated omissions that challenge the integrity of this encyclical and indict its
author as disingenuous, sadly even deceitful. Surely there was room in this tome for a fulsome
condemnation of China's lack of fraternity -- the 380 concentrations camps and torture -- with
regard to their Muslim Uighur minority in Xinjiang. Also, what of the institutionalized inequality
of womankind, especially female Muslims, particularly as it involves Islamic laws of inheritance,
freedom of movement, liberty to socialize, the administration of divorce, unjust witness procedures
or child marriage? It seems as if an "old boy's club" proclivity of the church hierarchy remains a
bitter point of contention for many Catholic men who view their wives and daughters with respect
and equal souls in the eyes of God.

This unwieldy, sometimes bewildering, encyclical is ostensibly crafted to reflect the spiritual legacy
of the universally acclaimed goodness of a beloved Catholic saint, Francis of Assisi. In truth,
however, "Fratelli Tutti" seems more a contrived, secular attempt to fashion a model for the
governance of humankind that could attract the support of believer and non-believer alike.
Unfortunately, it may also rally those hoping to bring down Judeo-Christian civilization to assume
that the West is unfurling a flag of surrender.
Dr. Lawrence A. Franklin was the Iran Desk Officer for Secretary of Defense Rumsfeld. He also
served on active duty with the U.S. Army and as a Colonel in the Air Force Reserve.
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